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LECTOTYPIFICATION OF AZALEA ROSEA 
LOISFL. (FRICACFAF) AND A NFW COMBINATION 

IN RHODODENDRON PERICLYMENOIDES 

(MICHX.) SHINNFRS 

LEONARD J. UTTAL 

Biology Department, Virginia Polytechnic Institute 
and State University, Blacksburg, VA 24061, U.S.A. 

ABSTRACT 

Azalea rosea Loisel. is lectotypified from heterogeneous elements and restored as 
basionym of Rhododendron roseum (Loisel.) Rehder. A new combination for the glandular 
forma of R. periclymenoides (Michx.) Shinners is proposed. 

Shinners (1962) stated incorrectly that the binomial Azalea rosea 
Loiseleur-Deslongchamps in Duhamel, Traite Arb. Arbust. ed. 2, 5:224, 
t. 64. 1812 is illegitimate because the author cited the earlier A. canescens 
Michx. (1803) as a synonym. He rejected as immaterial that Rehder 
(1921), who held that Azalea rosea is the basionym for the species, saw the 
Loiseleur figure and concluded it represented a different species from A. 
canescens. Shinners (l.c.) admitted he did not see the Loiseleur figure; never¬ 
theless he concluded that this taxon required the next available name. 
Azalea prinophylla Small, better known as Rhododendron prinophyllum 
(Small) Millais. 

Under present rules, Rehder (1921) would probably have selected the 
Loiseleur figure as the lecotytpe of Azalea rosea. I have obtained a high 
resolution color transparency of the Loiseleur figure and its associated 
textual material copied from the Duhamel volume in the Gray Herbarium 
Library. I have also examined the microfiche photograph of the type of 
Azalea canescens (Inter Documentation Company, AG, 6211, 1967, Aug, 
Switzerland) and am as convinced as Rehder (l.c.) that the Loiseleur figure 
represents a heterogeneous element in the synonymy of A. canescens. The 
Loiseleur name may thus be lectotypified, as I do below. 

I wish I could publish the color rendition of Azalea rosea: the bright 
rose-pink of the corolla comes through wonderfully. The figure is a meticu¬ 
lous drawing: an enlarged corolla shows the glands on the tube. I am 
publishing a black and white print (Fig. 1) to make a good representation 
generally available as the original is rare and requires special arrangements 
to consult. 
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FICj, 1. Lectotypc plate ol Azaka rosea Loisel. Furni 
color, the corolla rose-pink. 
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